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| ORIGINAL CORRESPONDENCE | 


on * 28 UESPECTIVE. 


TENETS oF THE TWO ORDERS OF. 


EPISCOPALIANS IN SCOTLAND: 


1 


RE SPECTING | 


The Roy ty; 3 the Sebi Obellenes ; 


due from inferior Clergy ; and the Uſages in the 


Office of the Lord's Supper, in which alone the 
| Worſhip of the Scotch Order now differs from 


_ that of the Church a England. 


1 


10 WHICH Is | PREFIXED, | 


Citations from its Sources of e. 


« 8 he Word af God, ** by Mikonſtrugion £2 

of the Senſe, or by a Falfification of the Words, to F 

5 4 tempt knowingly that any Thing may ſeem divine which _ 

is not; or that any Thing which is may not ſo appear; 
% were plainly to abuſe and falſify even divine Evidences, 
and, though it were conſidered as an lojury offered but 

* unto Men, is moſt worthily counted heinous.” Hookxx. 
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INTRODUCTION, 


I, PON the Lak of Dr. Roſe of Edinburgh, 


5 lateſt ſurvivor of the anti- revolutional biſhops, in the 
| year 1720, the epiſcopal perſuaſion in and near that 


city were called together, to conſult on the circum 


ſtances of their ſituation, and on the mode of their 
future regulation. It was now, for the firſt time, af- 


firmed, and the aſſertion was proved at a ſecond 


5 meeting, that the deceaſed biſhop had ſecretly * confer= _ | 


red an _ conſecration on four gentlemen, for the - 
purpoſe of preſerving the epiſcopal order LI). Theſe 
four at firſt diſclaimed, both collectively and indi- 


. vidually, any juriſdiction over the cler gy of any par- 7 
ticular diſtrict; or regular dioceſe 120, in expectation, 
perhaps, of a regal conge d'elire. But very ſoon 


their hopes for the reſtoration of king James de- 


cälined, and the royal prerogative of nomination to 5 


Particular, dioceſes was no | longer. in their way's 3 the : 


* It appears, t that the baer of 8t. David's has not been . 


8 of the inviolable ſecrecy of thoſe conſecrations ; one of his _ : 


lordihip's principal arguments in favour of a late act of parlia- 
ment depending wholly on their ſuppoſed notoriety before the 
paſſing of the toleration act of roth Anne, 1712; whereas the 
truth was not known till 1720, even among their own clergy. 
See alſo the Appendix, in which the authorities are ſeverally diſ- 
tinguiſhed by numbers correſponding by thoſe in the text, 
- 4] 1 F. . 6 Appendix II. POOR 

A neceſliy 


Fans 


neceſſity of determining upon ſome meaſures for the 
conſtitution and exerciſe of their authority was preſſed 


vpon them, and they agreed to declare themſelves a 


court for the adminiſtration of eccleſiaſtical govern- 
ment, as well as a college for the perpetuity of the 

| Scottiſh epiſcopate. They alſo acknowledged the 
right of preſbyters to elect their own biſhop ; and 
they directed thoſe of Edinburgh immediately to pro- 
ceed to ſuch an election: but theſe having referred 
the matter to themſelves, they thereupon nomi- 
nated Biſhop Foullerton, or Fullarton, the one 
Who was abſent from their r meeting. The au- 
thority of this college, however, and their rights, or 
that of the preſbyters to elect biſhops to particular ju- 


riſcdictions, continued to be e of dilpate til 
the college itſelf became extinct. 5 


The w/ages in the Communion office, which are 
nov ſo great an obſtacle to their union, were firſt pro- 
poſed to the Nonjurors in England by Mr. Collier 


and Dr. Brett in 1713 ; and they were readily adopt- 


| ed for ſome time by a party there. Theſe appeared | 


at firft to be laid hold on as their teſt, and they were | 


looked upon as a conceſſion not diſagreeable to the 


baniſhed family, and its Popiſh adherents : but, in 
____ England, they were ſoon abandoned. In Scotlan 7 


DE alſo they were privately introduced in 1717, and 


propagated by Mr. Gardener, an Engliſh Nonjuror, 1 
and Mr. Rattray of Craighall ; but the late Biſhop 


Roſe having eſtabliſhed the Engliſh Liturgy in 1707 


[Ok inner, Tok . 606. they were not publicly 


avowed during the life of that prelate, Upon their 
public appearance afterwards, they were ſeyerely 


L | cenſured and oppoſed by the college and its ad- 
pherents * but as warmly ſupported by Meſſrs. 


Gardener, Rattray, and others, who now diſputed . | 
allo the une Be of the acts of the college, and de- 1 


wo re] Sptondix I. . 
5 fended | 


1 


fended the rights of the preſbyters to eled their own 
| biſhops; at leaſt during the dereliction of it by the 
ſuppoſed king. Yet, at Aberdeen, the chief ſcene _ 

of Mr. Gardener's exertions, he experienced ſome 
conſiderable reſiſtance; for, thoſe, who were firialy _ 
attached to the Engliſh liturgy, actually withdrew * 
from his meeting; and, within four years after the 
death of biſhop Roſe, they had completed, by /iub/crip- 


tions, a very large and elegant chapel, that was ſituated 


in the Gallowgate, and in Which, for fear of the 
uſages, and encouraged by an act of parliament, they 
ſettled a paſtor of Engliſp ordination. This example 
was quickly followed at Montroſe, and, perhaps, in 
other places; and the introduction of the uſages was 


ſucceſsfully oppoſed in many, even of the old chapels. 1 


A i By a large majority of the preſbyters of the diftr: 55 


of Aberdeen, they were admitted; by them Mr. 
Gardener was alſo quickly choſen biſhop, and he ob- 
tained conſecration from the hands of the Nonjurors 
in England; but on this account the Scotch biſhops 
would not conſent to his juriſdiction over the diſtri, 


till he had acceded to an agreement, and had ſigned with 


themſelves, i in 1724, what was then called“ The Con- 


cordate.“ By the conditions of this deed he obtained ; 


their conſent to a concealed mixture of water with the ſa- 


cramental wine in his own and his friends“ adminiſtra- 
tions; and he, for himſelf and them, engaged to intro- 
dauce “ none of the other ancient uſages, which have mt 


been authorized and generally reccived in this en 
From a latent ambiguity in theſe words, Mr. Gardener 3 


cConceived himſelf ro be reſtricted only from the in- f 
vention of new uſages, and ſtill adhered to all thoſe 
hitherto diſputed ; and from that time forwards ** The 


Concordateꝰ ill deſerved the name it had obtained. 
Mr. Rattray, Mr. Dunbar, Mr. Keith, and other 


friends of the uſages, and of the preſbyters claim io 


the right of election, were ſucceſſively choſen biſhops 
3 Tor ſeveral difiridls x 3 and being „ by two 


A 2 other 


3 


hr ab die deſerters from the . de, with 
biſhop Miller at their head, they at length out-num- 
| bered and over-balanced_ the college and its ad- 
| herents. At this time the college, before the old 
N party loſt its majority, proceeded to the utmoſt ex- 
tremities with the leaders of oppoſition. Mr. Miller, 
having been elected biſhop for Edinburgh by the 
pPreſpyters of the diſtrict, was ſummoned to appear be- 
fore the college, which, upon his denial of its aurho® @ 
rity, executed againſt him a ſentence of ſuſpenſion [4A]. 
fine die; declared alſo the election of Mr. Rattray 
and Mr. Dunbar to be null and void, and their con- 
ſecrations uncanonical and irregular ;. and, laſtly, pro 
teſted againſt the claim, advanced by biſhop Miller, of 
agametropolitical authority adhercnt to the biſhop of 
Fgdinburgh. Thele acts of the old college were never 
formally repealed; but, by thoſe at leaſt who were 
the objects of them, they were confidered as indirectly | 
_ cancelled by their Ag connexions with its ſur- b 
viv ing member s. ; 
While ſuch diſputes were agitated among the Non- 5 
jurors, the friends of the reigning family were open 
ing Engliſh chapels in all the large towns; and to 
their congregations many even of the Scottiſh commu- 
nion joined, from diſgult at the diſſentions among their 
don clergy, and diſapprobation of the uſages : for, 
though in theſe chapels king George was always 
prayed for by name; yet thoſe, who would not join 
in the prayer, contented themſelves 'F omitting 
the reſponſe. 4 
The ſurvivors of the al college, thus weakened 55 
5 all ſides, were perſuaded into another agreement 
with their opponents in 1731, Which was ſtyled 
*Y * The Concordate,” The conſent to this was given by a 
W | majority , not the unanimity, of the college; for biſhops 
Rols and Auchterlonie appear to baye been diſlen- 5 


| . 1e Appendix Iv. TEN 


Ttxy 


tient, becauſe the right of their ſuppoſed king v was re- 
linquiſhed ſ 5], in order to obtain an acknowledgement 
of that of ſurviving biſhops to nominate to the vacant _ 
diſtricts; which, according to the ſuggeſtion of the 
latter, muſt have been alſo the underſtood condition 
of their conſent to the introduction of the uſages, if 
by the terms of this agreement the biſhops Free- 
bairn and Gillan had indeed agreed to their partial 
admiſſion! 6 ]. The language of this ſecond agreement 
the reader finds to be 10 Teſs indefinite and lax than 
that of the firſt * Concordate,” Accordingly each 
party ſoon ſhewed a conſtruction of the ſenſe different 
from that of the others; though it is but juſtice to 


tteſtify, that, in the private correſpondence of the col- 


lege biſhops with each other, which I am at this time 


reading while I write, they ſeem uniformly to re- 1 


joice with ſurprize at a ſuppoſed abolition of the 

uſages, till the contrary ſentiments of the other party 
became known. Biſhop Gillan, who, in conjunction 
with biſhop Freebairn, negotiated and executed the 


agreement on the part of the college, writes thus: 
WWe thought it neceſſary to ſtrike the iron while it was 
„ hot, and reſolved to ſign immediately: and accord- 


| © 


« ingly we four ſigned all the four articles in two co- 
c pies.—You fee that they have ſecured the public 
1 uh worſhip, and have promiſed ſolemnly to cenſure any 
„ that gives offence by propaling their practices. 
& They have given up the Metropolitan, and vicur- 
cc general, the power of the preſbyters in elections, 
* and will oblige themſelves to what we have en- 
« gaged * in relation to biſhops. On the other 
5 hand, It is to be remembered,” ſays their late hiſtorian | 


Mr. Skinner, © that, beſides the points in difference be- 


46. trveen the Scotch communion Me, and the projent Eng- 


* liſh book, which are the points now called the uſages, 


« there were ſome other authorities of ancient ob- 


(ss! Appendix V. lo] Appendix vl. . Cobvil. 
„ . 5 5 E « ſeryance, 


1 


\ 


e fervance, ſuch as immerſion in Baptiſm, chriſm in 


* Confirmation, and for anointing the ſick, and a 


few more of that kind, which biſhop Collier, and 


«* his friends in England, wiſhed to have reſtored; 


& and theſe are the uſages meant in this article, and 
4 in every article of agreement where we find the 
4 Scottiſh liturgy allowed, and certain antiquated 
e uſages prohibited.“ But, ſurely, Mr. Skinner 


ſhould remember with equal care, that © the points 


« row called the uſages” were alſo then called“ the 
- and had ever been ſo called from the time 
of their firft introduction into Scotland. Thoſe were the 
iſages enumerated particularly *, and cenſured, and 
kreſiſted by the Original college of biſhops ; and, in the 

agreement“ called © The firſt Concordate,” one of 

thoſe was ſpecified, and ** the others” were referred to. 
In fac, no one had ever bronght forward any of 
_- thoſe ſecondary uſages in Scotland, or, probably, had 
erer thought of doing fo; at leaſt we muſt acknow- _ 
ledge, that they could not have been in the minds of 
the one party; fince I can aſſure the reader, nar, in 
the private correſpondence of all the college of 
\ biſhops then ſurviving, the whole of which, unmeek, 
inelegant, and deſultory, as it is, I 1 carefully 
read, I have not found this ſecondary ſer of uſages 
ſo much as mentioned. Theſe diſputes were ſtill con- 
tittinued with great warmth ; and at length the college 
| | became extinct by the death of biſhop Aunchterlonie, 


99 


66 uſages, 


of Dundee, in 1742. The uſages having been long 


- + See Appendix 1 Ul. 5 . ee 


abandoned by the Nonjurors in England, thoſe in 

Scotland who retained {till their attachment to 1 
Engliſh liturgy, particularly thoſe of Dundee and 

5 Edinburgh +, after ſome ineffectual remonſtrances to 

the other Scotch biſhops, applied to them, and had 

determined to ſupply the future vacancies in fome of 

the "or chapels with paſtors of their ordination. 


Upon 


. 


— — 


— — — — 


W 
Upon the ſuppreſſion of the rebellion, however, 
within a year or two afterwards, a law paſſed, 1746, 
directing the loyal epiſcopalians to look to Engliſh or 
Iriſh biſhops for future ordinations, and ſuppreſſing 
the Nonjurors with extreme rigour. Only three of 
their miniſters qualified on that occaſion (I could name 
them); and the reſt were compelled to retire with 
their congregations to the cloſeſt privacy. Since that 
time the penal rigours have been gradually relaxed, 
till, in 1792, they were repealed ; and the perſons 
of that connexion, miniſters and people, ſtyle them- 
ſelves © The Church of Scotland,” while thoſe who do 
not ſubmit to their authority, or admit the uſages, 
agare called of the communion of the Church of Eng- 
land, and conſider themſelves as ſuch, and are ſerved 
by paſtors of Engliſh ordination —«© 


JC 


SCI. 

4 © ſervance, ſuch as immerſion in Baptiſm, chriſm in 
Confirmation, and for anointing the fick, anda 
* few more of that kind, which biſhop Collier, and 
his friends in England, wiſhed to have reſtored; 
e and theſe are the uſages meant in this article, and 
e in every article of agreement where we find the 
4 Scottiſh liturgy allowed, and certain antiquated 
„ uſages prohibited.” But, ſurely, Mr. Skinner 
| ſhould remember with equal care, that * the points 
«now called the uſages” were alſo then called © be 
* uſages,” and had ever been ſo called from the time 
of their firft introduction into Scotland. Thoſe were ihe 
iſages enumerated particularly *, and cenſured, and 
reſiſted by the Original college of biſhops ; and, in the 
agreement“ called The firſt Concordate,” one of 
thoſe was ſpecified, and ** the others” were referred to. 
In fact, no one had ever brought forward any of 


| thoſe ſecondary uſages in Scotland, or, probably, md: 
ever thought of doing ſo; at leaſt we muſt acknow- _ 
ledge, that they could not have been in the minds of 


the one party; ſince J can aſſure the reader, that, in 
the private correſpondence of all the college of 
biſhops then ſurviving, the whole of which, unmeek, 
inelegant, and deſultory, as it is, 1 have carefully 
read, I have not found this ſecondary ſet of uſages 
ſo much as mentioned. Theſe diſputes were ſtill con- 
_ rinued with great warmth; and at length the college 


became extinct by the death. of biſhop Auchterlonie, 4 


of Dundee, in 1742. The uſag 


ges having been Jong 


abandoned by the Nonjurors in England, thoſe 1 


Scotland who retained ſtill their attachment to the 

Fngliſh liturgy, particularly thoſe of Dundee and 
8 Edinburgh , after ſome ineffectual remonſtrances to 
the other Scotch biſhops, applied to them, and had 


determined to ſupply the future vacancies in ſome of 


the en ape with 2 of their ordination. 
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of that connexion, miniſters and people, ſtyle them- 


Upon the ſuppreſſion of the rebellion, however, 
within a year or two afterwards, a law paſſed, 1746, 
directing the loyal epiſcopalians to look to Engliſh or 
Iriſh biſhops for future ordinations, and ſuppreſſing 
the Nonjurors with extreme rigour. Only three of 
their miniſters qualified on that occaſion (I could name 
them); and the reſt were compelled to retire with 
their congregations to the cloſeſt privacy. Since that 


time the penal rigours have been gradually relaxed, I 
till, in 1792, they Were repealed ; and the perſons 


ſelves The Church of Scotland,” while thoſe who do 

not ſubmit to their authority, or admit the uſages, 
are called of the communion of the Church of Eng- 

land, and conſider themſelves as ſuch, and are ſerved 


dx paſtorsof Fogliſh ordination. 
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155 en 0 the Reverend Mr. . Wight, near 
„ Ti adcaſter, 2 ee PETE 


- xv. Sen, 1 3 0 lenden ot. 6, 2792. 


Ir is dut a foo days: fince- 3 learnt that you are 


| the author of the letter, in the Gentleman's Ma- 
5 gazine for June, relative to the unhappy diviſion which 
ſubſiſts between the two Epiſcopal communions in 
| Scotland; otherwiſe I would have taken the liberty 

to write to you ſooner, —An union of the two orders 


5 muſt be the wiſh of every friend to true religion, 


more eſpecially of thoſe who, like myſelf, have long _ 


been witneſſes to the injury which it has received 


| from their oppoſition. The perfect union which has 


Aaken place between the congregations in Banff, and + 
pPromiſing appearance of. the like deſirable event 


elſewhere, are pleaſing preſages that a general co- 
ali tion way probably be at no great diſtance. With 
the view of promoting an object highly intereſting 


to the friends of Epiſcopacy, I now beg leave to 


aſſure you, that I will chearfully co-operate with 
you in ever) proper meaſure that can tend to accom- | 
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"liſh. it; and 1 doubt not but the zeal you profeſs 


will produce adequate effefts.—The Scotch biſhops 


have agreed on certain articles, as terms on Which 


they are willing to receive the clergy of the other 
_ communion into this church. Theſe articles have 
deen embraced at Baoff, have been approved by 


many reſpectable individuals in other places, and will 
appear, | hope, to every candid mind fo reaſonable, 


as to be adopted by every clergyman who wiſhes ſe- 
rioully to promote the ſpiritual welfare of his flock. 
The articles are too long to be inſerted in this leiter 
verbatim; ; it may therefore ſuffice to ſtate their ſub- 
ſtance: “ Every clergyman, wiſhing to unite with 
any of the Scorch. biſhops, ſhall prove his ordina- 
tion, by exhibiting either his original Etter of; or- 
ders, or a copy of them duly atteſted; ſhall declare 
his belief in the ſcriptures of the Old and New Tei- 
taments as the word of God; ſhall acknowledge 
Jeſus Chriſt the ſole head of the Catholic Church, 
and, under him, the Scotch biſhops the only tawful 
ſpiritual governors of the portion of it in that part 
of the Ane kingdom, and ſhajl promiſe to his dio- 
ceſan ſuch canonical obedience as is uſually paid bß 
the Scotch clergy to their reſpective ordinances; and _ 
ſhall declare, that, as no lay-power can confer, nei 
ther can it deprive biſhops or clergy of their ſpiritual 
authority. Every ſuch clergyman who, after duly 
8 conſidering the ſubject, may entertain ſerious ſcruples 
againſt the Scotch Cominunion-Office, ſhall be at li- 
berty to uſe the Engliſh one in his own congrega- 
dien; but, when occaſionally required to communi- 
cate with any of his brethren, it ſhall be no objec- 
tion on his part that the Scotch Office is then uſed. 


Ik you find, Sir, that any good can be done, 1 


hall be happy to hear from you; and you may de- 
pend that no exertion ſhall be ſpared, nor informa- 
tion withheld, on my part, that can be of ſervice; 
nor will J take any 27 4 that ſhall not previoully, or 


alter- 


'C: i | ) 


Aer ade, as far as T am able to judge, receive : the 
anction of the Scotch biſhops. 


1 bave the honour to be. 
Rev: SIR, 


Your molt obedient humble Servant, 
| | ROGER AurxRx. ; 


2. To the Rev. Noora Arrk Rv, Aberdeen. 


nv. s, 5 * Onober 4, 1792. | 


FA at lengih found its way here, I feel myfelf 

| . in civility, from this eaſy diſtance, to return 
you an anſwer. A perſon of more quick reſentments, 
conſidering it as I am almoſt tempted to do, would 

probably have treated the communication with far 

.: JI 76 pect: but, indeed, there ſeems a propriety I 
your being informed how impoſlible it is for me to 
become the inſtrument of fuch propoſals ; at the bare 
mention of which, I conceive that every Englith | 
clergyman would revolt with abborrence.. vl 

1 may obſerve, in the firſt place, that the obedience. 


of the Scotch Ep: ſcopal clergy to their reſpective 
___ ordinaries is a matter of no very public notoriety; 


and therefore, that the obligation of ſuch a promiſe 
as you mention would remain wholly unaſcertained, 
and would involve us in ties of endleſs implication.— 
But there are other conditions, which, while ſome of 
them, in addition to the propoſed canonical obedi- 
_ ence, ſeem to be uſeleſs on the one hand, are ſtill 
more obviouſly offenſive to the other party. The 
_ Engliſh clergy, Sir, will not abjure his Majeſty” 8 


8 your letter, directed to me in Bages bas 1 


ſupremacy over them; to the affirmation of Which, 


"1h all cales eccleſiaſtical as well as civil, ap # bare | 


( 12. ) 


each, at his ordination, er animo, ſubſcribed and 
ſworn : nor will they, I am certain, make any hoſtile 


declaration againſt the lawfulneſs of that authority, 


which the legiſlature has thought fit to give to the 
eſtabliſhed preſbytery of this country. And, laſtly, 
as little will they admit a doctrine of occafional con- 


formity in the adminiſtration of a worſhip, in which 


they cannot at all times conſcientiouſly officiate. 


Thus, Sir, I am ſorry to obſerve, that our union 


is impoſſible: bur, I truſt, we ſhall not, therefore, on 


either fide, forget that, though our labours remain 


ſeparate, we are not neceflarily oppoſed to each other. 
On our part, at leaſt, no breath of invective will | 
| diſturb that peace which ſo becomingly ſubſiſts at 
preſent among miniſters of eyery denomination in 
Scotland: We will diſcharge our duty to thoſe mem- 
bers of the Church of England, inhabitants of this 
7 country, who form our congregations 3 ; we will do 
this with faithful diligence, and in the ſtraiteſt deli- 
cacy of principle: but we will encourage no ſchiſm 
in any other communion; por, under the plauſible 
pretext of a more fervent zeal,—a zeal ſurely not 
— 0 according to knowledge „ condeſcend to thoſe. 
diſingenuous artifices which are not more deroga- 


tory to the honour of gentlemen than inconſiſtent 
wich Chriſtian charity. 


1 have the honour to he, 
: VVV ; 
Your moſt obedient, humble Sorvank.” 5 
Tno. W arsox. 


5 8. As 3 have been ſuffered: to appear, 1 
in moſt of the London and country news-papers, _ 
| indirectly refleting on the Engliſh clergy who have 

a not united their congregations to yours, you cannot, 


"=. object to the publication of this correſpon- | 
dence, 
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Ei : To the Rev. Tuo. e e . 


Nav. sia, - Mn, Onler I, 1792. 


7 HEN, under ah charafier - an Engli 2 cler- 
1 gyman, © nouriſhed in the boſom of the 
Engliſh church, and faithfully attached to her doc- 
trines and diſcipline &, #,” you invited me to correſpond 
with you relative to an union between the two Epiſ- 
copal churches in Scotland; 1 concluded you were 
well acquainted with the foundation and nature of 
Epiſcopal government, and would ſeriouſly endea- 


vour to promote that Chriſtian unity in this country _ 


Which, in England, 1s the object of the doctrines 8 
: diſcipline to which you profeſs to be faithfully at- 
tached. Your letter of the 4th inſtant has . 


me that 1 was miſtaken. Inſtead of endeavouring 3 
put an end to a ſchiſm, which, I do ſay, is not e ES. 


paralleled in the annals of the Chriſtian church, 
(becauſe there can be no reaſon for a diviſion beiween 
two parties profeſſing in all reſpects the ſame prin- 
ciples, for ſo thoſe two communions do by calling 0 
| themſelves like the Church of England); you have 
come to Scotland, I find, poly: to ſhare in it; 
and you ſpeak of it in terms which ſhew you to be 


already tainted. with all the errors and prejudices of 
the party. Without taking time to reflect on the 


importance of the object, or the expediency of the 
means for attaining it, you have boldly declared an 
union impoſſible, although, had you ſeen the arti- 
7 cles which were to form its baſis, and of which 1 : 


* very just character: for, Mr. Aitkon's cor reſpondent 


"WAY native of England himleif, is of Exgliſ parents, was ordain- | 


ed by an Engliſb archbiſhop, and Was the reſident miniſter of an 
Eng liſi . | 


gave 
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gave you only ſome general bios; vou would 1 
been ſatisfied, as others have been already, that there 


were no grounds for the objections you make. 
Though, in thoſe articles, the Scotch biſhops re- 
quire the Loglith ordained. clergy to promiſe the like 


obedience that is paid by their own clergy, (and 
Which, I mult ſay, is extremely reaſonable,) you 
would not be © involved in ties of endleſs implica- 
tion.“ —I afk you, Sir, Do the Engliſh clergy, pro- 
miſe no obedience at their ordination; or, are the 
Particular ties reſulting from it enumerated i—] ap- 


prehend that 1 general promiſe of canonical obedi- 5 


ence, which is expreſſed in the ſame words, and muſt 
: therefore be of the ſame extent in the ordinals of - 
both churches, means no more than a ſubmiſſion to 
their ordinances in matters relating to the worſhip 
and diſcipline of the church; ſo far as the fame are 
agreeable to ſcripture aud catholic practice. There- 
fore tue Engliſh clergy, who, on ſuch terms, unite 
with our biſhops, will be required to do no more 
than they would be required, and would be obliged, 


2nd have already promiſed, to do, were they holding py 
cures in England. 


From a peruſal of the cas you weed: have ; 


L found that which treats of the ſupreme head of the 
church as harmleſs as the one which requires ca- 
 Bopical obedience, A provifion is made for the ſa- 

tis faction of thoſe who have taken the oath of ſupre- 

macy; ; but our church never intended, nor yet the 

Church of England as far as I am ible to underftand 
ber doctrines, to juveſt the king with that ſpiritual 

aviKorny which: alone belongs ro Chriſt, who, if we 

are to believe St. Paul, is HEAD over all things 
to his Church. The kingdom of Chriſt, and the 
kind ms of the world, are as diſtinct as any two 
ibings in nature. Their government, and laws are 
feverally adapted to their different objects, and are 


aduuniſteted by officers whole juriſdictions can never 
in er lere; 3 


(6 8 


interfere; their departments being as different as the 
things of the heaven and the things of the earth 
can make them. As the ſpiritual. governors of the 
various provinces of Chriſt's kingdom, or church, re- 
ceive their authority from him alone, and not ſrom 


any civil power, ſo no civil power can take it from 
them. Biſhops and clergy have at different periods 
been deprived of their temporalities by the civil ma- 


giſtrate; but it yet remains to be proved that they 
were ipſ% facto deprived of their ſpiritual authority. 
he ſupremacy attributed by the Church of England, 
and alſo by the Scotch Epiſcopal Church, to the 


Fing, is, in the words of the 37th article, th: at he 


« ſhould rule all eſtates and degrees committed to 
* his char ge by God, whether they be eccleſiaſtical 
c or temporal, and reſtrain with the civil ſword the 


e ſtubborn aud evil doers;“ a poſition denied under 


the eſtablichment of Peer which rente cecle- 5 
_ Gaſtics from regal juriſdiction. 


When 1 ſaid that rhe uſe of the Engliſh Commu- 


nion- Office would be allowed to ſuch of the Englifh 
___ ordained clergy as might have ſcruples to the Scorch- 7 
Office, I did not conceive that their ſcruples could 


poſſibly be founded on the unlawfulneſs of chis 
Office, becauſe in all reſpe&s it correſponds with 


the moſt ancient liturgies that are now exrant ; and ir 


has been acknowledged, by ſome of the moſt pious 
and learned men of the Church of England, tobe 


more perfect than their own. - But I ſuppoſed that, 1 | 
from their habitual uſe of the Engliſh Othce, or from 


their fear of offcnding their congregations, of which 


ſome of them had been in the practice, from no very 


good motive, I am afraid, of repreſenting our Office 
as a relic of Popery, they might not chute, for ſome 
time at leaft, to uſe that Office themſelves, though 
they might have no objection to communicate with an- 
other clergyman who happened to adminiſter by it. 
What you mean by“ diſingenuous practices, de- 
* rogatory to the honour of men I Know 
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not: let the cauſe that needs them reſt on ſack 
rotten pillars. Our church needs no ſuch artifices, 
nor does ſhe hold forth to her children what the 
world calls honour, and of which ſhe entertains no 


high idea, as a motive for action. Her maxims are, 


1 "Approve yourſelves in all things as miniſters of 


God ;” © keep 2 conſcience void of offence,” and 

bold faſt the faithful word, that ye may be able, 

80 ſound doctrine, both to exhort and convince 
the gainſayers.” —On theſe maxims fhe hath per- 


| ſevered, and fought her way, through good report 
and bad report, for the laſt hundred years; and now 
that the black clouds of adverſity have diſperſed, and 
the hath been laid open to the world, no man can 
point out a ſpeck upon her. She will not, therefore, 
barter. her integrity. for an union which, whatever 
advantages it may yield to the other party, can hold 
out no temptation to her equal to the ſacrifice. 


Jam equally at a lols for your meaning, when you 


ha; „Nor will the Engliſh clergy, I am certain, 
BC make any hoſtile desi e againſt the lawfulneſs 


„of that authority which the legiſlature has thought 


«2-10 give. to the eſtabliſhed preſbytery of this 

 : country.” What your motive could be for thus 
bringing in preſby tery by tlie head and ſhoulders, is 
beſt known to yourlelf, Not a ſyllable was there in 
my letter, nor is there in any of the articles, rela- 
tive to preſbytery. However, I know of no autho- 5 

lity that the legiſlature. has given, or can give, to 
preſbytery, which can attach upon the conſciences, 
or ought to direct the conduct, of thoſe whoſe reli? 
gious "principles differ from thoſe of the eſtabliſhed 
church. 1 am perſuaded, none of the miniſters of 
that church, with whom I have the honour to be 


acquainted, will think the better of an Epiſcopal 


clergyman for ſacrificing his principles to a miſtaken 
complaiſance; but will rather, even while they dif- 
fer from him in i Präsciple, eſteem the man who, with 

e _pndeviativg = 


LE! 


undeviating rectitude, diſcharges the duties expreſſed, 
or implied, in his ordination-vows.— That the fanc- 
tion of civil government is the teſt of religious truth 
is the favourite doctrine of too many who, from their 
' profeſſion, ought to know better: but the argument 
would prove too much. It might bring our Epiſ- 
copal Clergymen to worſhip the hoſt z or to confeſs 
Mahomet to be the prophet of God; or to bow he. 

| knee in an Indian pagoda. = 
Your principles and ours, Sir, difer warerially; L 
| You ſeem to conſider Epiſcopacy and Preſbytery | 
equally the offspring of political contingency ; and 


zs they ſtand, fo they muſt fall, with the will of the 


legiſlature. On this principle you can feel no con- 
ſcientious regard for Epiſcopal Government; but we, 
Who believe it to be a divine inſtitution, feel our- 
ſelves impelled to guard it with unceaſing watchful- 
neſs. On no other ground can we juſtify the ſepa- 
ration we have maintained from the eſtabliſhed 
church. And, while we act in this manner, we 


. think . ſufficiently warranted in having the 
_ univerſal practice of che Chrittian Church during A 


= the Church of England, you deceive them 


5 the firſt three centuries. 


Though this letter has Arad) ſwelled beyond the - 
5 nude T had preſcribed, I cannot conclude it without 
taking the liberty to tell you, that, when you ſpeak 

N che inhabitants of this country being members ' 


deceive yourſelf, While you remain as you Art 


you belong to no church. 


-The inhabitants of f 


you 


Brechin, to whom you now officiate, can no more 


be ſubject in ſpirituals to the Biſhop of London 
(their ſuppoſed biſhop) than in temporals to the 
; Mayor of London's juriſdiction. Spiritual ſociety 
requires ſubordination and order as much as civil; 


and they muſt be preſerved in both by the ſame _ 


means. Governors in each muſt have diſtinct pro- 


eee e 00 reſpect has the Catholic church | 


CE C 


2 
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there; we can have 70 authority there; the legiſla- 


* ture can give us no authority there. — No biſhop, 
cc 


* an appointment to an Epiſcopal Congre vation in 1 
* of. the Engliſh bench, or any biſhop of the Irith 


e 
. 
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been more accurate than in the rules ſhe has laid 
_ down relative to the Epiſcopal Juriſdiction. The 
Church of England, having her government formed 
on the primitive model, has, by arguments drawn 


from Catholic Practice, maintained her conſtitution 


againſt the Popiſh ſupremacy ; which is not more 
abſurd than the juriſdiction of an Engliſh biſhop 
cover congregations in Scotland. To ſupport what 1 


fay, I might quote the writings of every eminent 


Engliſh divine who has - treated of church-govern- 
ment; but I will content myſelf with one living au- 
thority, the great ornament of the Engliſh bench, 


(Biſhop of St. David's,) who, in the debate on our 


bull laſt ſeſſion, expreſſed himſelf thus: The cre- 


dit of Epiſcopacy will never be advanced by the 
ſcheme of ſupplying the Epiſcopalians in Scotland 
with paſtors of our ordination; and for this rea- 
ſon, that it would be an mperfec? crippled Epiſco- 
pacy that would thus be upheld in Scotland. When 

a clergyman, ordained by one of us, ſettles as a 
paſtor "of a congregation in Scotland, be is out of 
the reach of our authority. We have 20 authority 


oF 


who knows what he does, ordains without a title; 
and a title muſt be a nomination to ſomething cer- 
* tain in the dioceſe of the biſhop that ordains. But 


Scotland is no more a title to me, or to any biſhop 


bench, than an appointment to a church 1 in Melſo- 


potamia.” I remain, 
: = Rv. Sin, „„ 
Your mot humble 8 Servant, 
| ROGER A1T KEN. 


P. S. I have not ſeen any . dhe paragraphs you ba 


mention; and, though. [ had, 1. ſee no connexion 
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between them and this private correſpondence. f 
you have, therefore, ſent my letter to be publiſned, 
without my conſent, I muſt ſay that you have not 
treated me with proper delicacy. However, if it is 
already diſpatched, I expect that this ſhall immedi- 
| ately follow it. 7. : 9 


TDA Brechin, 19th October, 1792, 
4 Me, erer, „%% 


Do not ſee in whar ſenſe the foregoing letters « can 
de called a © * private correſpondeuce ;* the ſub- 


ſect of them is a public buſineſs, it is conducted by 
Profesional men, and originated in your Magazine; 
which is a public print, as I believe, of more exten- 
ſive circulation and ſurer permanency than any other. 
Nor ſhould J ever have thought of removing it from 
your pages, if I had not imagined, that the buſineſs 
would have gone forwards, and of courſe have ſwelled _ 
the correſpondence probably to ſo great a bulk as 
: might occaſion a neceſſity for its ſeparate appear= _ 
- - ance; of this, indeed, I ſhould ſtill be apprehenſive, 
i it were not for the information which may be af= _ 
forded on a ſubject undoubtedly of much public cu- 
riofity. I have no fear that your readers will con- 
dem me for having neglected to treat my opponent 
„with proper delicacy ” though I certainly all al- 
: low myſelf all the e of round and explicit lan- 
guage, and ſpeak out, and print out, When, after 


having been entrulted. to open an anonymous figna- 


ture, his ignorance of which might, it ſeems, have 
kept him more 10 the purpoſe, Mr. Aitkin has bod the 


& delicacy” to controvert a public diſpute into a 


| perſonal attack, let him not, Mr. Urban, deny me 
liberty to come to the light, leſt his generoſity allo be 
like his 2 delicacy,” and it be interred of me, as of — 


„ e Err * 
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my excellent friend, that he is aſhamed ©* to ſhew his 
face,” My concealment now cannot be of vſe; and 
it may be proper enough to affix a reai name to the 
atteſtation of ſuch facts as I mu/? publiſh in juſtifica- 
tion ot my own conduct and letter in particular, and, 
what is of more conſequence, of thoſe Engliſh con- 
gregations in Scotland, who have ſo generally declined 
to unite with the uſages; otherwiſe, the public may 
_ reaſonably imagine, that the high applauſes, beſtowed = 
in almoſt” every news-paper through the kingdom on 
the union at Bamff, imply an irrefragable cenſure on 
other congregations, when they hear that ſuch an 5 
example has not been ſeconded. 5 
Far contrary to Mr. Aitkin's ſuggeſtion, I came 
into Scotland chiefly with a view of promoting the 
union; which I then thought both practicable, and, 
on ſuch grounds as we might reaſonably expect, de- 
firable, 1 ſuppoſed that ſervices might be acceptable 
to both parties from an hand which had never par- 
taken in * their oppoſition ;” and a connexion with 
one of the Engliſh chapels ſeemed to me a favourable 
opportunity to entitle an interference, which might _ 
before have looked rather obtruſive, I came, Sir, . 
38 probably every Engliſhman would come, with pre- 
judice in favour of the Scotch biſhops, a body of 
men, whom | looked upon as unfortunate, and though _ 
juſtly, yet hardly, treated; not taking time to con- 
| fider, that, though pit y might be due to the deprived - 
biſhops, there can be no reaſon for extending i it to 
their ſuppoſed ſucceſſors, who never were in a better 
ſituation than at pretent, and who, by introducing 
thoſe ** uſages” in the Communton-office, which di- 
tinguiſh theirs from the Englith worſhip, were them 
ſelves the authors of that ichiſm_ they now ſo loudly 
complain of. Surprized, however, to find, in all my 
converſation with the members of my Congregation, 
that their averſion to the Nonjurors, or (as we ſhould. 
now rather call Rem. 6 ulagers, proceeded as much 
„ 


+ $3 
at leaſt from their diſtruſt of the men as from the dif- 
ference in principles, I began to inveſtigate, with all 
the attention I was capable of, the hiſtory of this di- 
viſion, from ſuch materials as have been publiſhed by 
the uſagers themſelves, and from ſome original and 
authentic papers, chiefly from thoſe of biſhop Auch- 
terlonie, and of another gentleman more lately de- 
ceaſed ; and it is from fach ſources that | have already 
imbibed all zhoſe © errors and prejudices” that are 
ſo liberally aſcribed to me 
Ide next charge againſt r me is for judging ee with 
out having ſeen the articles” agreed upon by their 
_ biſhops, the ſight of which I did not, and gn not ſtill, 
know how to obtain. But why did not thoſe biſhops 
x themſelves prevent t! this charge, by publicly tranſmit- 
ring their overtures to the miniſters of the other com- 
munion ? Such a conduct would have looked better 
than the ſuffering them to be communicated privately to 


opulent members of our congregations *. Or, why did - 


not Mr. Aitkin tranſmit to me the articles at length, in- 
ſtead of what he firit called their“ ſubſtance, and then 
but © general hints?“ In your Magazine (LXII. 497), 
1 mentioned expreſsly, that J wanted © the ſpecific 
„ conditions required by the Scotch biſhops.” Why 
8 then did he in anſwer ſend only © hints” inſufficient 
for our information ? Or, if the articles be ſo affuredly 
unobjectionable, why did he till again omit to ſend | 
them? They would have been, 1 conceive, more 
e e purpoſe than all the“ delicacy” he has diſ- 
EY payed ; Aud, probably, there has Dot been occaſion Ns 


* You t may prevent The temerity of 1 4 fave yourſelf | 
alittle trouble, Mr. Urban, by giving an inſtance, as YOu are au- 
_ thorized to do by ]. Brand, eſq. of Lawrieiton, The articles 
were communicated to that gentleman by a neighbour, who after- 
wards excited his [urprize, by diſcovering a correſpondence on the 


grounds of Mr. B's objections with biſhop Strachan, of Dundee, OY 


formerly factor (ſteward) for the eſtate of Lawrieſton, but not in 
3 257 Particular FOnUdence with Its preſent . | . 
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to make them longer than bis laſt letter. With re— 
ſpect to the articles themſelves, all I now add is only 


in explanation of what I wrote before to Mr. Aitkin ; 
not becauſe I doubt of their being in ſubſtance the 

ſame as what he ſent me, but, becauſe I think that 
an union on thoſe ground, an dnion implying neither 


coincidence in principle, nor unitorinity of worlhip,— 


would be: an object of not much defirable 1 S 
dance on the c Mne hand, and, on the other, of ſome ill 
conſequen: nces, 83 it might diſturb that unanimity 
within Gur Congregations Which at preſent lubſiſts 5 


there. 


If rhe canonical obedience, required by the Scotch ET 
ordinari ies from their clergy, be of the ſame extent as 
that paid by the clergy of England to their biſhops; 
_ why might not the latter, being better known to us, 
have been made the meaſure of our duty? May it 
not be, Sir, becauſe there are, in connexion with %s, 

Certain troubleſome incumbrances called acts of par- | 

liament, made by a ſet of men, who, not fo quick- 
ſighted as Mr. Aitken, have thought the diſtinction 
between civil and religious government not quite ſo 


ger as even * the things ot the earth“ could make 


It will be called, perhaps, another of my erro- 
neous prejudices, ” when 1 acknowledge a ruling 
maxim in my mind, bat thoſe, who are moſt jealous 
of the civil Power, C0: -amoiily make a bad ule of their 
cn: yet, upon proper ſecurity for the uniformity 
of our worſhip with that of the Church of England, 
—that is, for i a permanent and total ſuppreth; on f the 
ulſages, a Aue-qua nan with us, ſuch explanatory 
decſarations might be invented, a8 would make at 
 teaſi this article latisfactory. Bur, without ſuch a ſe- 
curity, I have no heſitation to aſſert again, that the 


projected union is © impoſible :” for, who is there that 
will not receive with abhorrence any lefs propoſal, 


after be has ſubmitted, as every Engliſh clereyman 
has dene, in i the words of the 36th canon, That he 


: | e him ſelf 
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not from any flattering ** complailance” | 
the eſtabliſnment, with none of whom © I have the honour to be 


ta) 


* himſelf will uſe the form in the ſaid book pre- 
44 ſcribed” (the Engliſh Common Prayer Book) “ in 


e public prayer, and en of the Sacraments, 
cc and none other.” | 


Every Engliſh clergyman has likewiſe ſubſcribed, 


in the words of the ſame canon, That the king 


« only” is, © under God,” ſupreme in England, 


6 and all other his gominions and countries,“ as 


well in all ſpiritual or eccleſiaſtical zhings or cauſes 
« as temporal.” But Mr. Aitken ſays, that, for our 


ſatisfaction on this head, they have made a proviſion. 


It may be ſo, Sir; but he ſhould have inſerted he 
clauſe in his letter, and thereby have allowed us the 
additional ſatisfaction of ſceing that it is ſufficient. 
Vet, ſtill, of what % would ſuch a declaration be as 


that propoſed to us by the Scotch biſhops, after we 


had ſworn canonical obedience, unleſs it be deſigned 28 
as an act of unprovo hoſtility againſt the preſby- 
ery, Which is eſtabliſhed by the tubſcribing govern- 


ment, by thoſe *« powers that be,” which © are or- 


 « dained of God?” We, who wiſh to follow the 
: apoltle” 8 injunction one ſtep farther, and,“ as far 4 


« lieth in us, to © live peaceably with all men, 


ve conceive that theſe conſiderations .“ ought to a- 
tach upon our conſciences, and direct our conduct,“ 


though our Privetpies differ from thole of the eſta- f 
« bliked church *: ; 


On a late 8 it was juſtly argued, in the 


Houſe of Peers, that the queſtion, which alone de- 
ſerved attention from their lord{hips, was ſimply this: 
Do this body of diſſenters from the eſtabliſhed church 5 
. of. Scotland hold e ft to be tolerated? A 


* 1 object to the propoſed decl aration, Sir, on theſe grounds, : 
towards the miniſters of 


66 acquainted, or very anxiovſly with to have; not, however, 


through the ſmalleſt di reſpcet, but becauſe it is agreeable to me ; 
to have very little eee at all. 


nobleman, 
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| 0 then high i in office, and whoſe ſtrong pe- 
netration authorizes the diſtinguiſhed deference al- 
ways paid to his opinion — he thought the houſe not 


ſhip's opinion, “ are not ſufficiently #nown.,” It ap- 
-*--qicles” unneceſſarily reſiſts the interference of the 


ſovereign, or that of the whole e n in any 
matters of ecclefiaſtical government; declaring = 
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fully aſſured of this. Their principles, in his lord- 


pears not, Sir, that one of their indiſpenſable © ar- 


« Scotch biſhops the only lawfn! hens governors” 
of Scotland; ; and Mr. Aitken inſiſts, that with theirs 


the zuritdiction of the civil officers can *“ never in- 
© terfere.” Will it then be improper if we aſk, 
Did Parliament think this principle“ fit to be tele. _ 
«© reted*” Gr, in the plenitode of creating and diſ- = 


penſing power, was /#c5-a reqviirion determined upon 


ſince then? Or, Ss Sir. was it ſuppreſſed on That 


occaſion? That ihe legiſlature does not regard + 
claim of power as “ #: ro be tolerated,” gather 
hence: by an expreſs low. z sth Hen. VIII. ] it has, 
fince the K eforms tion, denied the exerciſe of one 
leſs exorbitant to the convocation of the Church of 
England; and now even confines her ſpiritual go- 
vernment to the canons already enacted. Yet the 
Engliſh clergy are a very numerous and reſpettable 
body of men indeed; and 1 venture to conceive, that | 
the opinion en; ertained of their integrity, their abi- 
ties, and learning, may be fo high, that an autho- 
_ rity, with the ex ecution of which it is not deemed 
prudent to eutruſt them, would never be deſignedly 
acknowledged as any where ſubſiſting independently 
and without appea!, but in a repretentation of 1 
hole nation, that is, in the three eſtates of the le- 


ever. 


2 giſlature. 


In order to obtain this act of relief, the Epiſcopa- 


lians of the Scottiſh order conſented to aſcertain their 
principles, in ſome degree, by ſubſcribing the XXXIX 


"Oi of the Church of. England; and in the 
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©: cute,” which they mute, previous to their applica- 
tion for it, and which was printed and diſtributed 
among the members of both houſes of Parliament, it 


is affirmed, that their “ religious tenets and doc- 
ce trines are, in the fricteſt ſenſe, the doctrines and 
© tenets of the Church of England;“ yet, Sir, does 

Mr. Aitken, the very ſame gentleman who was then 
the ſecretary of their deputation in London, already a 
ſtand forward in your pages, to defend and maintain 
thoſe doctrines and tenets, even ſacramental as well 
28 eceleſiaſtie, in which he confeſſes they aifer from 
0 


But when Mr. Aitken inſiſts, that the government 


and laws of ſpiritual and civil rulers are directed to 
objects fo diſtinct * that their juriſdictions can never 
© interfere,” ſurely he argues againſt the plaineſt 
reaſon, againſt matter of fact, againſt the common 
conſent of mankind and aniverfal experience. For, 
who does not know, that men have ever been in- 
fluenced in politics by their opinions concerning 
church government, and that this muſt ever be the 
eaſe, in ſome degree, ſo long as the wills and un- 
derſtandings of men ſhall remain imperlect, and. 
ſeo long as the propriety of our civil conduct ſhall | 
form a part of moral duty? A principle hoſtile 
to the ſovereign's ſupremacy « in eccleſiaſtical 
„ things or cauſes,” it is an undeniable fact, has in- 
fluenced the nonjurors in particular; it is implied 
even in the very name by which they have hitherto 
been diſtinguiſhed ; it has uniformly cemented their 
unconſtitutional attachment to the houſe of Stuart, 
an attachment which remained till they loſt its laſt 
5 object, and thereby. the 07 lateſt opportuniy 10 
N continue B £ 
To my humble conception, . chief. occaſion of 
theſe difficulties appears to ariſe merely from a ne- 
gBlect of diinguilung 1 in our 9 — and language be- 
D | tween 
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nobleman, then biph in office, and whoſe ſtrong pe- 
netration authorizes the diſtinguiſhed deference al- 


ways paid to his opinion—he thought the houſe not 
fully aſſured of this. Their principles, in his lord- 
ſhip's opinion, “ are not ſufficiently 4nown.” It ap- 
pears ow, Sir, that one of their indiſpenſable © ar- 
S habe reſiſts the interference of the 


37 


ele 
; ſovereign, or that of the whole e in any 


matters of ecclefiaſtical governo n ;- declaring 66 the 


„ Scotch biſhops the only lawfu! e governors“ 


of Scotland; and Mr. Aitken infiſts, that with theirs 
the juriſdiction of the civil officers: can & never -in- 


ce tertere.” Will it then be improper if we aſk, 


Did Parliament chink this principle“ ft to be e. 
bc fated? Or, in the plenitude of creating and diſ- 
penſing power, was /#c2-a redu i jon determined upon 
fince then? Or, laſtly, Sir. was it ſuppreſſed on that | 
_ occaſion ? That the le oflature does not regard this 
claim of power as "fe zo be tolerated,” gather 
hence: by an expreſs law [25th Hen. VIII. it bas, 
ever ſince the R forme tion, denied the exerciſe of one 
leſs exorbitant to the convocation of the Church of 
England; and now even confines her ſpiritual go- 
vernment to the canons already enacted. Yet the 
Evgliſh clergy are a very numerous and reſpectable 
body of men indeed; and ! verture to conceive, that 


the opinion en certained- of their integrity, their abi- 
 liries, and learning, may be ſo high, that an autho- 


rity, with the execution of which it is not deemed 
prudent to entruſt them, would never be defignedly 


acknowledged as any where ſubſiſting independently 


and without appea!, but in a repretentation of be 
2e nation, that is, in the three eſtates of the le- 


giſlature. 
In order to obtain this act of relies” the Epiſcopa- 


lians of the Scottiſli order conſented to aſcertain their 
principles, in ſome degree, by ſubſcribing the XXXIX 
Articles of the Church ot England; and in the 


© cate” 


6 


& caſe,” which they ſtated, previous to their applica- 
tion for it, and which was printed and diſtributed 
among the members of both houſes of Parliament, it 
18 affirmed, that their “ religious tenets and doc- 
e trines are, in the fricteſt ſenſe, the doctrines and 
© tenets of the Church of England;“ yet, Sir, does 
Mr. Aitken, the very fame gentleman who was then 
the ſecretary of their deputation in London, already 
ſtand forward in your pages, to defend and maintain _ 
thoſe doctrines and tenets, even ſacramental as wel! 
as eccleſiaſtic, in which he confeſſes they al Wer from 
us. 

But when Mr. Aitken milk, chat the government 
© laws of ſpiritual and civil rulers are directed to 
objects fo diſtinct rhat their juriſdictions can never 

<« interfere,” ſurely he argues againſt the plaineſt 
reaſon, againſt matter of fact, avainlt the common 

conſent of mankind and aniverſal experience. For, 155 
who does not know, that men have ever been in. 

fluenced in politics by their opinions concerning 
church government, and that this muſt ever be the 
eeaſe, in ſome degree, ſo long as the wills and un- 
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7 derſtandings of men ſhall remain imperiedt, and 
ſo long as the propriety of our civil conduct ſhall 

1 form a part of moral duty? A principle hoſtile 
do the ſovereign's ſupremacy in eccleſiaſtical 
things or cauſes,“ it is an undeniable fact, has in- 
fluenced the nonjurors in particular; it is implied 

1 even in the very name by which they have hitherro | 
been diſtinguiſhed; it has uniformly cemented their | 
1 unconſtitutional attachment to the houſe of Stuart, 


” an attachment which remained till they loſt its laſt 
YT object, and thereby the very lateſt opportuni y 1 
continue t.. 8 
To my humble conception, the chief occaſion of 
theſe difficulties appears to ariſe merely from a ne» 
— left of Gtinguillung 1 in our minds: and language be- 
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tween the power of the keys, or ſpiritual commiſſion, 
by whick men are authorized in the actual adminiſtra- 
tion of the ſacraments, and other ordinances of reli- 
gion, and a power barely Juridical, for the regulation 
and government of the church. The fprritual and 
the eccleſiaſtical authority are indeed often confidered 
as inſeparable, and we are accuſtomed to uſe thoſe 
two words indifferently, as though they were exactly 
ſynonymous ; yet no one will ſuppoſe the king to 
be a biſhop or a prieſt. Conſecrations, ordinations, 
and other divine offices, from the royal hand, are 
abſurd in ſuppoſition, and would be invalid in act. 

The king is not a religious miniſter ; he has not the | 

ſpiritual commiſſion for the duties of adminiſtration” | 

But the Church of England declares, that the /u- 

preme ecclęſiaſtical authority does attach to his civil 
rights; that the election and conſecration of biſhops, 
and of courſe the ordination of inferior clergy, in 
his dominions, cannot take place virtually and in 
truth but by lus appointment ; and ſhe conceives, 
that any, which may be affirmed to have taken place, 
in whatever country, under a Chriſtian civil govern- 
ment, are invalid, are not authorized by Chriſt our 
: HEAD, are © not according to the word of God,” 

Vue they have the conſent of the civil legiſlature, 

e approbation of that branch of it to which tuch 

ö a power is entruſted by the Whole. 

That all human legiſlatures are but bodies of 6 
lible men, ſometimes erroneous in their judgements, 
and, from various cauſes, ſometimes wrong in parti- 

| cular acts, is what no one will attempt to deny; and 
woe, on our part, ſhall readily acknowledge, that they 
| have the power, within their reſpective juriſdictions, 

to ſuppreſs, to tolerate, or to eſtabliſn, Epiſcopacy, 
or any other divine inſtitution; though we believe, 
that a total ſuppreſſion of any of them will never be 

| ſuffered by divine Providence to become univerſal. 

Whether * ee or local Jura on be an act 

-, Tight... 


18 
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| right i in its own nature, and in the night of God, may 
depend on circumſtances open to his eye only, and 
it were unneceſſary and preſumptuous for us to ſay. 
But, if it be called an error, or even a crime, it is 
yet an act of the ſupreme authority on earth, and can 
be judged only by HIM who is exempt from error. 
To endeayour to preſerve and promote Epiſcopacy, 
and every other inſtitution of God our Saviour, is 
indeed the duty of all his ſervants; but it is their 
duty to do this by legal and conſtitutional means; nor 
are they bound in conſcience to uſe even theſe for the 
 eftabliſhment of thoſe inſtitutions by the civil autho- 
_ rity, unleſs they are convinced, upon full and ſuffi- 
cient enquiry, that their religion cannot be preſerved 
and promoted without a political eftabhſment. =, 
tional eſtabliſhments of religion are ſupported for 
purpoſes of civil government; and, probably at leaſt, 
no civil government can long continue without ſome. 
But the national faith is not therefore the true faith; 
for, then, what is true in one country will be falſe in F 
another. Happily, however, though civil govern- 
ment cannot ſubſiſt without religion, religion can ſub- 


ſiſt without the aid of civil power. In Scotland we 


have no biſhops, but we have an Epiſcopal religion; 
becauſe, while there are biſhops in other countries, 


our Congregations can be e with you of 
their ordination. 


The Engliſh communion in Scotland does not pre- 


* 1 to be under the juriſdiction of any biſnop; but 


ſurely it has reaſon to conſider itſelf as by no means 
deſtitute of the protection of the prelates of the Eng- 
liſh bench. The biſhops of London have been the 
moſt frequently troubled ; it has been merely upon 
the ſuppoſition that their ſituation was moſt conve- 
nient to both ſides for the tranſaction of buſineſs with 
any diſtant appendages of the empire or church; 
part of which only (the Weſt-India iſlands) have the 
i . to be Mea \ 7 But here I = 2 
5 >= be 


1 


be vb as | ling this Sd in the ſenſe of. 
e legal power ;” and this is the ſenſe in which it is 
| uſed by the Biſhop of St. David's, in the paſſage, of 
bis lordſhip's ſpeech quoted by Mr. Aitken. In an- 
other, a ſecondary, ſenſe, however, ſupport,—juſti- 
& fication, countenance, — influence,— and credit,” 
[Jobyſon];, we truſt we may count, upon the authority 
of the Engliſh prelacy, as extended to us, ſo far as 


it can be conveniently exerciſed. Whenever any of 


their lordſhips have thought proper to uſe this among 
us—if indeed they ever have uſed it in aught of con- 
ſequence— l venture to conceive, and with ſome rea- 
ſon too, that their recommendations have met with 


| a reception, both from the clergy and laity, as obe- 
dient, and thankful, and efficient, as in any dioceſe 


in England, where their juriſdiction is enforced by 
6 legal power.” But this is not all; for, ſuppoſing 
that we have no real connexion ha with the 
Engliſh church, —with which, however, we are in 
perfect religious communion, and whoſe liturgy, u- 
brics, and canons, are preciſely and uniformly the _ 
rule of our worſhip and conduct, —ſtill, Mr. Urban, 
: it remains yet to be proved, that 5 ſubmiſſion which 


is not due to the Engliſh prelates does therefore be- 


come the right of theſe gentlemen, in their preſents 


| circumſtances, Who call themſelves biſhops in Scotland. ; 


Mr. Aitken does not need to be told, that we do not 


| confeſs this; though we value peace too much to 
| _ raiſe any diſpute about titles or authority Wich they 
aſſume only in relation to their own religious ſociety. 


For the tenet of the power of the keys, on which- 
ever fide of us we look, we, like the Biſhop "0 
David's, „ may be ſuppoſed to have ſome reſpect ;” 


bst we have never admitted, that even 1bis ſpiritual 


power can be given to any man, in a Chriſtian coun- 
try, without che conſent of the civil government; 
nor, if it could, do we acknowledge thar, 4 in fact, 
| it 


Cw) 


it has been ſo rranſmirted to the ſuppoſed Scotch 
biſhops. 


My principles truly are very different from thoſe 
of the uſagers, though not in that reſpe& in which 
Mr. Aitken affirms, firſt, that they“ are,” and then, 
With more caution, that they 5 ſeem” to be. I alla 
maintain Epiſcopacy to be a dirine inſtitution ; but I 
acknowledge civil government to be ſuch too, though ” 
which are the men that ſhall be rulers, either ander 
the one or the other, is a matter of another nature, 
and is left to be ſettled on earth by human legiſla- 
tion. St. Paul could be ſatisfied to exerciſe his ec- 


cleſiaſtical authority in conjunction with laymen * 


and ſo ought every ſucceeding governor in the 


_ Chriſtian church. Nor have we any cauſe to repine ; 


for, our biſhops form no inconfiderabie part of the 
legiſlative body, in which, at leaſt in eccleſiaſtical _ 
concerns, they always have. their weight. And let us 
alſo remember, that if the Church of England is 
made ſubje& to the king's ſupremacy, ſo muſt that 
king himſelf be a member of the Church of England 
« as by law eſtabliſhed: v ahile the Scotch biſkaps 
being, as they report, independent of civil power, 
can own a popiſh King, or make their worſhip popery, 
any thing, in ſhort, that they pleaſe to make it; 
an authority Tube rather too end] for . 


irength. 


But ſuppoſe, Mr. Urban FR, we were at once 
5 from all theſe obligations religious and civil; 
ſtill that would not remove our objeftions to the”... 
| uſages: ſuppoſe we admit that Mr. Aitken has the 
practice of the three firſt centuries on his fide, will 
this juſtify the uſe of other elements in our holy ſa- 
crament than thoſe © ordained by Chrift himſelf 2 We 
have every ſcriptural evidence, that * bread and 
+ wine” only were uſed by our Saviour; : and ſhall we 


2 Cor. ii. 18. 
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: then preſume to ufe water, becauſe wine and water 
appears to the uſagers to reſemble more perfectly 
the blood and water” which iſſued from his ſide 
when pierced by the foldiers' ſpears! We might next 
think (for it would be only one ſtep farther), that 
the real fleſh and blood of bulls and of goats, the 


eminent Jewiſh types of the one great propitiatory 


facrifice, would more viſibly repreſent the body and 
blood of Chriſt; or where mſi we ſtop fo licentious . 
à fancy ?— 
ſectation of the ſacramental bread and wine, invokes 
the Father, © that they may become the body and blood“ 
of our Saviour, he may, in his own mental reſerva- 
tion, deſign, as he tells you in his letter, © the ſacra- 
e mental, not the real, body and blood :” but that 
will not appear to common ſenſe to be the plain 
grammatical meaning of the words ; on the contrary, 
the paſſage will appear to ſavour ſo ſtrongly of tran- 
ſubſtantiation, that or people ſurely are not far 
wrong in calling it a relic of popery. Our bleſſed 
Maſter, it is true, © took bread; and, when he had 
given thanks,” in the juſt action and language f 
pPropbetic  exemplification, „ he brake it, and ſaid, 
„ This is my body which is broker foe you ;* ur 
ſurely this was very different from a deliberate in- 
- vocation of the Father that it might © become” his 
body. This ſacred rite was inftituted on © 7he fame 
00 "might: that he wwas betrayed ;” it was to the apoſtles 
preſent a very impreſſive repreſentation of the vio- 
lence which his real body was immediately to ſuffer, 
and it remains ſuch allo to us, who obediently con- 
tinue to © do this” in remembrance of his death and _ 
pation, and of the benefits which we thence re- 
ceive. Sir, our God with us“ gave us this memo- 
rial and pledge of his love; we conſider the conſtant 


Again: : when Mr. Aitken, in his con- 


preſervation and obſervance of | it, in the exact form 5 


* 1 Cor. xi. 24. 


3 which 


Anſ. Becauſe their preſent condition * is imperfect, ; 


and therefore capable of improvement; and be- 
4 cauſe they are to be judged at the Jaſt day, and 


; „ „ 


which He prairies, as the proper teſt of our gra- 
titude, our obedience, our faith; and we dare not 


but refuſe either to pollute the elements by an hete- 
rogeneous mixture, or ſophiſticate the doctrines by 
eluſory metaphyſics of human imagination: we muſt 
| preſerve the purity of our Worlllp, and i bold af 


that which is good.” 


Reſpecting the offering” of the bread and af the 


wine and water, which Mr. Aitken ſuppoſes to 
* become the body and blood” of Chriſt, it will 


not perhaps be neceſſary to repeat to your readers 
what has been already urged in our controverſies 


with the Church of Rome. But, I ſuppoſe, I may 


remind this gentleman, that he has ſubſcribed for 
be has engaged to ſubſcribe—in the 31ſt Article of 
Religion, that the ſacrifices in which “ the prieſt did 
ler Chriſt for the quick and the dead, to have re- 
„ mifhon of pain or guilt, were Ueſpbenou fables Þ 


and dangerous deceits.” 


The laſt of the uſages, e io the Scorch 

55 Communion-Office, i is that of prayer /or the dead; on 
which, as Mr. Aitken acknowledges the fact, I ali 
not myſelf trouble you with one ſyllable of comment. 
but barely tranſcribe an explanation from their own. 


„Catechiſm,“ Edinburgh edition, 1752. 


« Queſt. Does the conmunion of ſaints extend to the 


„ Other world? 


4 An nf. Yes; the church upon cank and the church 
5 Paradiſe communicate together, IP mutually 


— 00 praying for each other.. 
% Queſt. Why do we pray for them ? 


e wil then ſtand i in need of mercy * - 


Having 


* It may not be improper to mention, that the Scotch Com- 
munion- Otlice has been \everal times reprinted by the uſagers 
b themfelves 
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Having now gone through with the uſages them; 
ſolves, indeed, Sir, as briefly as I can, and, I truſt, 
not uncandidly, —it will not be neceſſary to add much 0 
to what I have already written on the authority by 
which they were enacted. This Mr. Aitken ſeems will- 
ing to reſt on the practice oſ the three firſt centuries, 


and the independency of what he calls the Church of - | 


Scotland on that of England. 1 again refer him to 
his ſubſcription reſpecting even “ general councils,” 
in the 21ſt Article of Religion; preſumiug that he 
will conſider it as at leaſt equally applicable to its 
preſent object: That things, ordained by hem as 
e neceflary to ſalvation, have neither ſtrength nor 
wad authority, unleſs it may be declared that OE be 

* taken out of holy Scripture,” 3 ; 
At laſt, however, I am very glad to come to a2 
1 5 point on which | thall perfectly agree with Mr. Ait- 
ken; namely, the very high attention due from me, 
or Coma any man, to an opinion from the Bithop of 
St. David's. Let a clergyman, Mr. Urban, out of 
the way of his authority, or his favour, expreſs his 
ſenſe of the almoſt unparalleled ſervices done by this 
great prelate to the Engliſh church; let me be r- 
ward to acknowledge, that he 7s @ very bright orna- 
ment to his high ſtation, and that, if I could be com- 


pelled to ſubſcribe to the infallibility of any man, I 8 


ihould wiſh it might be that of Dr. Horfley. But 
| farther than this, Sir, cannot go. In the inſtance 
quoted by Mr. Aitken, I copfels that I have pre- 
 1nmed to think his lordſhip is miſtaken. All the 
Engliſh biſhops, who have hitherto ordained miniſters 


9 Scotland, have certainly thought that a title for 


ee needs not necetiarily be ©01711N the Hiocejes 


| themſelves. in a n pumpblet though, conſidering their late 
circumſtances, probably not publiſhed ; "and that, according to 
your detire, 1 would have ſent you a copy, [2 28 I had had one of 
Wy eren, or he d known where to obtain one for you. | | 


T | 5 . tt. 


ee 


- 4 
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It is true, thoſe are the words of the 33d canon; : 


but the canon provides for England only, as the ex- 
tent of its authority, and as a country the whole of 


which is divided into pariſhes, under epiſcopal go- 


vernment, and each pariſh therein /zgally provided 


with a miniſter, with whoſe charge the new clergy- 


man is not to interfere. That Convocation meant no 
limit with reſpect to Scotland, in its preſent ſituation, 


and other foreign countries, may be ſeen from the 


preamble, where the deſign of paſſing this canon is 
| expreſsly ſaid to be only, That none ſhould be ad- 


mitted “ either deacon or prieſt, who had not firſt 
fonte certain place where he might uſe his func- 
tion ;“ an objection which does not apply to theſe 


titles. It is on theſe grounds alone that we can juſ- 
tify the conſecration of foreign biſhops alſo by our 
pPrelacy; and, on the ſame grounds, if the meaſure 
were thought adviſable, might the conſecration be 
juſtified of any Engliſh miniſter, who has already a 
charge in Scotland acknowledged and licenſed by the 


Civil power. Nay, farther, clergymen ordained by 


ſuch a prelate in North-Britain might he acts. 1 
Jedged by the parent church in England, provided 


that ſuch ordination had been performed “ according 


e to tbe form and manner preſcribed and uſed by 5 
- © the Church of England;“ and that the clergyman 
ſo ordained had alſo, previous to the ceremony, in 
| the preſence of the biſhop, and © in due form of law, 
taken the oaths appointed” by the law of England 
to be taken for and inſtead of the oath of Docks 5 
macy ; and he likewiſe having freely and voluntarily 
ſubſcribed to the XXXIX articles of religion, and 5 


6 
e 


to the three articles contained in the 36th canon.” 
All this, however, upon entering England, he muſt 


again ſubſcribe before his new dioceſan *. A deſign 


of 


EW It was s aſked ſome time ſince, by one of your cotreh on nts, 
- Gin. what light t2e Church of England looks upon the d ergy- 


ee 
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of ſettling beyond the reach of their autharky, ora 
title that lies beyond its reach, does not, 1 humbly 

conceive, in Jaw, prevent Engliſh biſhops from ad- 
mitting men into holy orders, nor in conſcience juſti- 
fy their refuſal. The title given by a nobleman to 
his chaplain, more eſpecially that of a Scotch noble- 
man, is alſo, I apprehend, beyond the reach of the 
authority of any Engliſh biſhop ; and yet, I preſume, : 
_ that ſuch a title ml be eee as 800d. in 
: law, | 
The meaſures of gover nment, with reſpe& ro the 
Scotch Epiſcopalians, have been, no doubt, in a due 
degree, and may be in future, influenced by the opi- 
nion of the biſhop of St. David's; yet the higheſt 
mental endowments cannot afford ſecurity againſt miſ- 
information; and, if it were not too great a preſumption 


to ſuppoſe I ſhould be called upon, I would engage to 15 


prove abit invidia verbo to the full conſent of his 
ur dſbip s candour,—that the ſame meaſures, if perſiſted 
in, and without ſuch qualifications as there is now | 
no particular reaſon to expect, will be followed by 
effects preciſely the very reverſe of his wiſh, and the 
wiſh of every honeſt man in the kingdom who un- 
derſtands its religion and laws. However, as I can- 
not with propriety here ſtate the realoning by which 
I ſhould ſubſtantiate the affertion, it is but juſt to 
add, that it implies no reflection on the uſagers.— 
Bur, Sir, may not the opinion of this great prelate 


concerning us, formed at ſo great a diſtance as Aber 


_ gwilly or St. Alban's, bave been affected by repre- 
e ch that we“ meddle with thoſe that are given 


10 FRange 4 ; ' that we ute Republicans and Socinians >. 


| 8 men 1 — Sl Gage biet ſince they have 8 
„ the oaths?” For an anſwer he is referred to a clauſe in the act 
of parliament. It will not be improper, I hambly conceive, if 

government take care that the requiſitions of the act be complied . 

with, and that the miniſters of that COMMUNION in fact do take 


the oaths and ſubſcribe, 


[s] 


Ir may not be ann for you to tell the world 2 plain 
fact — that, not rhree months ago, when an Engliſh 
_ clergyman came to take charge of a congregation of 


Epiſcopalians in an obſcure corner of Scotland, man 
miles North from the capital, he found that congre- 
gation in every reſpect of the contrary principles, 


and, as he has every reaſon to think, uniformly zo a 
man; nay, that, previous to his engagement (zbey 


having particular cauſe to ſuſpe&t a Cambridge cler- 
gyman), their orthodoxy was carefully ſtated to him, 
and their attachment in particular to the Athanahan _ 
creed. Say too, Mr. Urban, that miniſters of the 
Church of England, even here, have not © taught 
© rebellion to her ſons ;” that they have been careful | 
to preſerve them to the utmoſt of their power, as 
perfectly conſtitutional in their political as orthodox 
in their religious tenets z that they are generally the 
moſt enthuſiaſtic admirers both of Monarchy and of 


the Monarch. Nor is theirs a new-fangled loyalty, 


but,, at the leaſt, as old, and hitherto as ſecure, as 
that of any deſcription of men on the face of the 
illand. In ſeveral reſpectable congregations I fully 
not this to be the caſe, and I have good reaſon to 
believe it of the reſt, In the particular one juſt al- 
luded to, theſe principles have been ſyſtematically cul- 
tivated during the long labours of a moſt exemplary, 
learned, diligent, and faithful, paſtor *, and with ſuch _ 
effect, chat, humanly ſpeaking, they cannot be eradi- 
1 85 cated: in the preſent generation. Say, that already 
has their new miniſter had the pleaſure to fit by, and 
hear them talking! in common converſation of the wiſ- 


dom and virtues of a beloved Prince, and pointing 


out ſome of the particular bleſſings that have diſtin- 


guiſhed his reign, At their homes and fire-lides, 


while partaking of the * een ments of domeſ· 


| * Mr. rs See your vol Lx. Pp. 681. 6 
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_ - tic eaſe, with a high ſatisfaction have they been ob- 
| ſerved to enumerate his wakeful watchings over an 
invaluable conſtitution in the hour of danger; when 
by his own royal hand our ruin has been nipped in 
the bud, and the attempts of ambition ſuppreſſed at 
ohce, without noiſe or tumult, before either voice or 
cry was heard. Teil me not, Sir, that he muſt 
ſhare this gratitude chiefly with his ſervants ; but tell 
me whole penetration at firſt diſtinguiſhed ſuch ſer- 
vants, when many were young, moſt new and un- 
proved, and at ſuch a time, too, in the perilous mo- 
ment of general deſertion, when a herd of gazing 
courtiers ſtood looking on, and ſaw their king un- 
ſerved, their country without a government? What 
leſs diſcriminativg prudence could have preſerved ſo 
long a ſecurity to the perſons and poſſeſſions of ſuch 
ſubjects, among whom, every one, full with idleneſs 
and proſperity, fancies himſelf born for legiſlation ? 
Who has been for more than thirty years the warm- 
| e.ſt promoter of all that can add to the reſpectability 
5 of public, or the felicity of private life? Who has 
been the fr and greateſt Patron of liberal and orna- 
5 mental arts and uſeful ſcience ?——There are, Sir, 
| among the Engliſh Epiſcopalians of Scotland, thole 
who, in their hearts, remember (for, who does not 
know? |—all this; then, whoſe honeſt ſenſe can diſ- 
xingniſh a moral aud political Black-legs, though un- 
ver ſed in his deſpicable ſcience, and who well know 
there mit neceſlarily de merit about ſuch as his im- 
pudence traduces. Whigs, it is true, they are in 
principle; ſuch Whigs as thoſe who ſettled the Pro- 
teſtant ſucceſſion, yet, in the moſt favourable theatre 
= 0 ſedition, at a diitance from the ſcat of government, 
will they live obecient and happy under a legitimate ; 
| HE thovgh Preſbyterian civil power, and—tell it to the 
. ctious—if the days of commotion be not far abſenc 
Ic October, 1793], ſome there will be found, notwith- 
ſtanding cheſe truly Pariſi n N which they 
_ acknowledge I 
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acknowledge to have received, ll cecermttending 
ace and ſubmiſſion to government, and prepared, 4 


1 


we truſt, to die for its defence. 


But to return to the uſagers: when Mr. Aitken 
boaſts that, © where they give an oath, that oath will 


Roo na them, 290098 it were to the gp Leong of 


mean to inſinuate to your eaten that the ere 


Scotch biſhops are not in as good a ſituation as either 


their attainments or their birth and connexions could 


have entitled them to expect in ſecular life? Or do 
they imagine that hey could have been biſhops under 
a national eſtabliſhment? When he ſpeaks thus of _ 
their oaths, and again challenges me, while I did not 
can he, 

who was himſelf, I underſtand, bred a law-writer, be 

ignorant, that, if ſuch there were, we could not bring 
| ſerious charges, like that of perjury, without much 
inconvenience, even where facts might be ſo notorious 
that, in a court of Ws 8 proofs would be re- Ce 


accuſe, to point out a ſpeck upon them ;” 


5 quired ? 


Some nes I ie written in this loner; I am ſure, Fs, 
not with pleaſure, but by compulſion; and ſome which, 
with a painful truth, I had written here, I have yet 8 

: ſuppreſſed. Let me continue, to the laſt, deaf to pro- 
vocation; let not my hand tear open a wound already 
too wide, or do aught to prevent that cure, which 


another more tortupate may, with men of ſounder 


principles and milder temper, be enabled at lome fu- | 


ture period to effect. 


My laſt letter to Mr. Aitken gave! no juſt occaſion 
for any challenge; it was deſigned only ** to provoke 
„ unto love, and to good works.“ Having ſhewn, 
as 1 thought, the impoſlibility of our union, I ex- | 
prefled my wiſh that we might not ſtand in“ oppoſi- 
tion“ to each other; —a word which Mr. Aitken 


had uſed in his letter. On our part, [ promiſed a 


ſtrict abſtinence from all 66 invective” in our diſcour- 
ſes 


1 36 3 


| fes and Ss. and in our conduct from all | 
4 jlliberal artifices:;” of which, for the better afſu- 
rance, I expreſſed my deteſtation in warm terms, and 
I expected from him ſimilar profeſſions. To the ſenſe 
of this part of my letter he ſeems tremblingly alive” 
indeed: he ſays, that he does not underſtand its 
meaning: Bis imagination, however, has ſupplied 
one; and in that meaning alſo a taxing,” that does 
not, © like a wild gooſe, fly unclaim'd of ay man.“ 
But ſurely, Sir, Mr. Aitken is not ſerious; for, he 
tells us that he does not know, either, what © the 
* honour of gentlemen” means. I believe every one 
Elſe khows, that it ſignifies the moral ſenſe, exerciſed 
_ with ſuch» delicate diſcrimination as is juſily expelted 
Vom perſons of cull vated underſtanding. This, | pre- 
ſume, is the honour of gentlemen : 4 What Mr. 
Aitken talks of is the principle cf cur-throats 
But now, Mr. Urban, I have done. For, I faith- 
fully promiſe, after this paper has made its public 
appearance, never more to trouble you, or Mr. Ait- 
ken, or the public, with another ſyllable on this 
ſubject. Let him take the credit, it he pleaſes, of 


having ſilenced me. Let I decline all farther cor- 5 


reſpondence, not fro fear, or from anger, or even 
| from contempt; but merely from the impoſſibility of 
doing good with a diſputant, who calls on me conti- 
nually to repreſs invectives, ſometimes even perſonal, 
| inſtead of ſuting down to the diſcufhon, as each ſhould _ 
do, with a candid diſpoſition, * &© calm head, and cool 
4 ſpirits,” Though it unluckily appears that he 
| has not a command of temper, Mr. Aitken may have, 
as t have been told, ſome good qualities of the head 
aud heart; but he ſhould remember, that the eſteem 
due to theſe can be appreciated only by their effects, 
i ped cauſe and manner in which they are uſed. 


Tuo. WATSON, — 


| Ar. 
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An Original Paper. 


hs not doubt but you have heard of the loſs 

we have ſuſtained by the death of the biſhop of 
Edinburgh, which happened very ſuddenly on Sa- 
turday laſt, at night, in his brother William's _ 
chamber, who is alſo ſince dead. So ſoon as ' 
was interred, three conſecrated biſhops, as them- 
ſelves doe own, to wit, Mr. Falconar at Carnbee, 
Mr. Miller at Leeth, and Mr. Irvine at Callander 
(my Lord Lithgow's houſe), ſent Mr, Middleton, 
„ their officer, to all the preſbyters in this city and 
about it, to meet together at a place he named. 
at three hours after noon, I came there a little 
after they were convened, and had choſen their 
« præſes Mr. Lumſden; who told us, it was thought 
fit by our biſhops, that we in this juncture ſhould _ 
| have recourſe to them for providing one to be our 
overſeer, and reſide in this place as our governor, 


to ſucceed him who was dead. Alter this . . 
15 80 ſs 


' 


[ 40 "2 


| Mr. Middleton roſe up, ind aid, our biſhops ; 
= © were ready to make choice of one for that office; 
s and fo it was proper for us to own them as our 
ſuperiors, and to ſupplicate them to exerciſe their 
office, and to provide accordingly ; which was de- 
livered with a great deal of confidence and flat- 
tery. I roſe up, when he had ended, and aſſured 
the brethren I would give all reſpect and deference 
to thoſe who were conſecrated to that holy function; 
but J refuſed to own them as my ſuperiors, becauſe 
they were only conſecrated at firſt for preſerving 
the order, and with power to ordain and confirm, 
and be ſuffragants, but no way to have any juriſ- 
dition over preſbyters.——ln the time of con- 
ſidering this propoſal, Mr. Keith inſinuated, that 
we were in the dark as to theſe biſhops ; not 
knowing but by report if they were conſecrated, | 
"y being clandeſtinely done ; therefore he thought . 
t fit to ſee their diploma, or letters of conſecration. _ 
„„ Then Mr. Lamby opened a very little, and did 
1 + ſecond him. This RE all naar in 1 55 Ke. ws 
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ll From Mr. Keith's Rene 7 the Eleklian if Bi- 
_ ROS Hops i in particular,” p. 238; and Raturay's © Egay 5 
EE. the Nature A the Church,” P- 59. 


Mr. 8 faid: «© That 8 they were * 
. ſhops of this 8 intended for preſerving the 
OY epiſcopal ſucceſſion therein, yer they did not pre: 
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ec tend to have juriſdiction « over any place or aiſtrid. 


4 Therefore he, together with his colleague- -biſhops, 
„ adviſed the preſbyters to ele a proper perſon to 


„ take the management of their affairs . him.“ 
Then the 8 — E 


N l. 


From Dundaſs's 8 « indie gin. | concerning - 


Prayers oy. the Dead. 


The Donate againſt the ane tranſmilted to 


- Mr. Robert Norie, Dundee; and the Letter 
if in which it was a ſecond time incloſed. : 
© Whereas the biſhops of this national church of 


oo S viz. John, biſhop of Edinburgh; Arthur 
Miller, biſhop 3 William Irwine, bilhop ; Andrew 
Cant, biſhop; ; David Freebairn, biſhop ; have repre- 
ſented to us the preſent danger of the church; and 
that her peace and unity is like to be broken by the 
endeavours to introduce certain #/ages, ſuch as the 
mixture of water with the wine in the celebration of 
the Holy Euchariſt; Prayers for the Dead; and 
._- ſome others: Therefare we, whoſe names are under- 5 
Written, being fully convinced of the danger which 
threatens the Church by the ſaid uſages, do faith- 
fully declare and promiſe, that, for preſerving the 


peace and unity of the Church (which to all men 


ought to be very dear and precious), we ſhall not 
make any innovation in the doctrine and worſhip of 
this Church, as now received among us, by intro- 
8 or praiſing the ſaid uſages,” 


b by OY 


| g "Rs 8 


of © Rev. Brother, 


x Fönen as we are informed, that there is a de- 
lay put to the ſubſcribing of the Formula by the preſ- 
byters of Dundee and Meigle, upon the proſpect of 
an accommodation, of which we know nothing; 
wherefore we deſire you may be pleaſed to call them 
again together, and let them know, that we wonder 
they, who were inclined to ſubſcribe, ſhould have de- 
layed it, when we were ſo poſitive in our firſt orders; 
and now we earneſtly defire, that, without farther _ 
delay, ye preſcribe the preceding Formula; and that 
7000 would ds us an account of the reſcuants, i 
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i 3 Js biſhop of Edinburgh, . 
| bass, April 29, 1723. | Arthur Miller, biſhop. 
= ED Signed : Will. Irwine, biſnop. | 
Oo And. Cant, biſhop. Ns Eg J | 
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1 Sentence 7 Suſpenſe ton again /i A605 Miſter: : from an - 
AED 88 original Copy. 7 


: Date June 28, 1727. | 
PEER recapitulation of charges, and of the modes 


N \'L | of procreure * thew, it concludes thus: The 
college 


* 3 eo · — 
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5 college of bikops having maturely n erde and 1 
viſed the ſaid evidences, they find it evident, that all 
the facts libelled are true; and that he, having de- 
clined, by the ſaid Letter of this date, the unqueſ- 
tionable authority of the major part of the college, 
they find themſelves obliged for recovering the peace 
and unity of this church, ſo miſerably violated and 
broken by bim, to ſuſpend, and by theſe preſents do 
ſuſpend the ſaid biſhop, Arthur Miller, from the ex- 
ereiſe of any part of the epiſcopal office within this 
National Church, and particularly within the diocefe 
of Edinburgh, to which we have declared he has no 
right or title, aye and while he give ſatisfaftion to 
our reaſonable overtures formerly made to him both 
by word and writ, and appoint theſe preſents to be 
intimated to the ſaid biſhop, Arthur Miller, and to 
the preſbyters of the dioceſe of Edinburgh, that none 8 
concerned my pretend 1 e e 8 


From the ei ale T Deed. 


71.88 © We, wajority of the. college of. biſhops con- 
1 at Edinburgh about the mighty affairs of- this 
church, being well aſſured, that ſix or ſeven preſpy- 
ters had taken upon them, without ſo much as ac- 
duainting their ſuperiors, to elect Mr. William Dunbar 

to be biſhop of Murray; and alſo that ſome prel- 
byters, who had contemned the authority of the col- 
lege of biſhops, by reſuſing to ſubſcribe the Formu'a 
ome time ago, had elected Dr. Rattray, of Craig- 


F 2 hall, 


4 
hall, to be biſhop of Angus, Merns, &c. by virtue 
of a mandate from biſhop Fullarton a few days be- 
fore his death, when he was oppreſſed with a le- 
thargy, and incapable of making a judgement con- 
cerning the ſmalleſt affair, and had no power to grant 
any ſuch order without the concurrence of his co]- 
leagues ; and that the ſaid election was carried on 
after the death of that biſhop, though, mortuo man- 
dante, moritur mandatum: We being farther aſſured, 
that biſhops Gardener, Miller, and Cant, bad mol 
uncanonically conſecrated thoſe two biſhops without 
the knowledge and conſent of their colleagues; and 
that theſe two lately-conſecrated perſons, with bi- 
ſhop Gardener and biſhop Miller, had, in a paper 
fubſcribed. by them, moſt preſuwpraouſly excluded 
the other eight biſhops from any juriſdiction in this 
church, or having any decifive vote in the aſſemblies 
of. the governors thercof : We, therefore, have 
thought ourſelves Obliged in conſcience to declare, 
ne by theſe preſents 440 declare the ſaid elections 
1o be null and void, and their conſecrations to be 
moſt irregular and uncanonical ; and that the ſaid Dr. 
Rattray and Mr. Dunbar are no biſhops of this na- 
tional church, and ought to claim no Power or juriſ- 5 
Ul diction as ſuch, Wherefore. we diſcharze all the 
cler 87 from oxning or ſubmitting tbemſelves to them. 
or giving them any ob zedience as biſhops of this 
. church, aye and until they ſhall appear before the 
1 college ci biſhops when cited, and give ſatisfadtion to Per, 
ll — the lawtul governors of this church; particularly by 
li  obliging themſelves under their hands. net to en- 
Jc.eurage or uſe in the public worſhip The Uſages, 
wi Prayers for the Dead, Sc. which have ſo woetuily 
diſturbecdd this church, and given great ſcandal to moſt 
of the Reformed both here and elſewhere, and to cen- 
18 ſure all ſuch, who may be under their juriſdiction, 
11 that make any innovations in the public — con- 
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trary to the Ponente and appoint this to be intimated: 


Given at Edinburgh, the 29th of — 1727, and ſub- 
ſeribed by us, 


ce fo. Auchterbonte, biſhop. t Alex. Duncan Ie 
Da. Ranken, bp. © David Ffreebairn „bp. 
Jo. Gillan, biſhop, Ja. Roß, bp. 


. Extraf 75 a Letter . Biſhop Roſs to ae, Gillan _ 
5 N 28th December, 7 NY 


GE have carefully: peruſed the le you Cong 
me, which, I think (with ſome little amendments, 


which I told to our brother [Auchterlopie] the 


| bearer) may paſs in ſo far as the church is concerned: 
but you ſay nothing in relation to our friend abroad; 
which, I am ſure, conſidering what has paſſed under 
our hands, neither Mr, Freebairn nor you have ne- 
glected; and therefore I think your filence upon that 
point muſt be the effect of prudence, leſt your letter 


mould have miſcarried. This is a thing you know 8 


none of us can 1 from z and for OT” own © = 


Tn | never will, „ 


* a | 


Extratts from a Letter of Biſhop Auchterlvbie be Biſho 00 


Dunbar; from an — Copy preſerved 0 the 
former. 


« Yon cannot but know, that, upon the ſeeming 
agreement among the biſhops. in the year 1731, it 
Was ſtipulated, that the biſhops Freebairn, Duncan, 
Ross, Gillan, Ranken, and I, ſhould acquaint a cer- 
tain perſon of what had happened, and ſupplicate ; 
him to conlent to your and their being received by us 

as biſhops of the Church of Scotland; to which he 
returned anſwer in the following words, which ! juſt 
now copy from the original, which lies before me, 
1 am glad of the N union that now | feet ſts —* 
vou, Sc. x, 
This I ſuppoſed ye may 1 not have: ks of, and : 
therefore have taken the freedom to lay before you now. 
Ho far his juſt expectations have been difappointed 
is too Notorious to all the nation, by ſeveral overt acts 
done by you and your brethren in contempt of and 
oppoſition to the right of this perſon, when his af- 
Fairs are low, and hel in no preſent capacity to aſſert 
his right.“ —“ It is for this that I have for ſome years 
Wii paſt fallen under the ill-will of my brethren; 8 
1 though they have not dared openly to own it, yet it 
is evident, that this is the chief if not the only poink 
upon which our very unhappy diviſions ſubſiſt —and 
Are like to do, while it pleaſes God to continue me 
in this world, which cannot by the courſe of nature 
be long, having already completed the ſeventy- 
fourth year of my age.“ —“ It is indeed my misfor- 
tune to be left alone, and ſingled as the ſpeckled bird 
| by my brethren ; but, ſo long as I am conſcious to 
1 myſelf to have done nothing but what I am bound 
ANDES | duty to doe, it makes me calie Unger misfortune,” 
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No as; but 1 in reply to one of the 28th of Norem- : 
* * 


No vI. 


Extraf if a Inter Y Biſhop Gillan to Biſbep 4 
5 Auchterlonie, of 22d February, 1731. — 


ce © The firſt article 3 is, That An ſervice fhall ks 


5 performed by the Scottiſh and Engliſh liturgies, and 


that the peace of the church ſhall not be diſturbed a 


by introducing into the public worſhip any of the _ 
© uſages; and that whoſoever acts othervaſe Hall be 4 


_ cenſured. ” 


The other articles, according: to Tg were on he 1 


election and conſecration of bilbops, and o on the rule 5 
1 their Precedence. 8 _ 


” „„ 1-3. _ 


5 Diflemers. Price 6d. 


Laß bullet 3. "Þ R I D D E N, wo 100, 0 
| |  Fleet-frect. 2 


L Deviites in the General Aﬀembly = the Church ; 
of Scotland, on taking into Confideration an Over- © 
ture from Jedburgh reſpecting the Teſt Act, May 


27, 1790. To which is added a Speech af Lord 
Tanſdown, on Occaſional Conformity. Price 1 


1 Obſervations on the Conduct of the Proteſtant 


/ 


. III. A Secbnd Part of, he” Oleg on the 
7 Condut of the Proteſtant Diſſenters. | Price od. => 


W. "Epiſcopal Opinions on the Teſt and Gr 


5 poration Acts; delivered in the Houſe of Fenn It 
1718, by Archbiſhop Wake, Archbiſhop Dawes, | 
Biſhop Hoadly, Biſhop Smalridge, Biſhop Willis, | 
Biſhop Gibſon, Biſhop Robinſon, Biſhop Arterbury, | 


and Biſhop Gaſtrell, With Arguments, on the ſame 


| 1 Occaſion, by the Duke of Buckingham, Earl Stan- I 


hope, the Earl of Nottingham, the Earl of Sun- 
derland, the Earl of Hay, Lord Viſcount Townſhend, 
Lord North and Grey, Lord ONE and Lord . 


8 Lanſdoun. Frier 16. 


25 = «Im very + wad wat my Friends have been fo firm l in preſſir ing the 98 'S 
5 hgh which | is 5 ths. Ts Barrier ET Porzar and the PRESBBLTBRIAN S.“ 
N | | _ Puke of 0 78 Dy in 1709s | 
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